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with other medical treatments, or
about rare reactions seen directly after
its administration, they are often
pushed aside, denied proper care, or
deemed crazy conspiracy theorists for
trying to scare the public away from
the vaccine.

Sadly, this breeds distrust and it
threatens the ability of those who ex-
perience rare vaccine injuries, the abil-
ity to access the proper treatment,
care, and respect they deserve.

We should all be able to agree this
type of governmental deception has no
place in the United States. That is why
today I came to the floor to offer the
Transparency in COVID-19 Vaccination
Act.

This bill would require the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to pub-
licly disclose all information regarding
adverse effects of the COVID-19 vac-
cines. This sunshine would help clear
the air and allow individuals and the
medical community the opportunity to
make informed decisions.

This clarity would also be an impor-
tant step toward building trust with
the American public. Americans have
the best, most accurate information
when they make medical decisions—at
least they try to. They deserve to have
the best and most accurate informa-
tion when they make medical deci-
sions. This bill would ensure that hap-
pens. That is why I came to the floor to
offer it today, offer that we pass it and
offer the protections.

My friend and distinguished col-
league, the Senator from Washington,
regrettably objected to it. In doing so,
she argued that it is not necessary be-
cause, according to the Senator from
Washington, all the information that
they need is now available. In many in-
stances, it is not. This bill would re-
quire that be made available—all of it.

The CDC does collect information on
it, but the American people don’t have
full access to that information, and
they should.

That begs the question: Why? Why
would anyone want to do that?

I don’t know why. To me, it doesn’t
make sense, especially if one wants to
increase the number of people getting
the vaccine as I do.

I would like to see more people get-
ting vaccinated because I think the
vaccine is something of a medical mir-
acle and it is protecting many, many
millions of Americans from the harm-
ful effects of COVID-19. That is a good
thing.

We want them to be protected. To be
protected, we want them to get vac-
cinated. It doesn’t mean government
should force it on them, and it cer-
tainly doesn’t mean that government
should be perceived in any way as
being less than forthcoming with infor-
mation that it gains access to.

That is all this bill would require. It
is not hard. There is nothing wrong
with doing that. In fact, my colleague
from Washington insists that it is al-
ready done.

If that is the case, what is wrong
with putting that into law?
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There isn’t anything. We should do
it.

I will be back on this and other top-
ics related to the COVID-19 vaccine
mandates.

All this is unfortunate. No one is
happy about the fact that COVID-19
has touched our country in the way
that it has. It has been painful. It is
devastating. The 730,000 Americans who
have died with COVID are tragedies,
each and every one of them.

There is nothing about government
overreach that will bring them back.
There is certainly not anything about
government overreach that is going to
have a proper influence than the Amer-
ican people. There is certainly not any-
thing about government hiding the ball
when it comes to data that the Amer-
ican people deserve and want to have
access to that is going to make people
better.

We want more people to get vac-
cinated. Because of that, we want them
to have the facts. We should do that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

ENERGY POLICIES

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, after
failing to pass any radical climate pro-
posals this year, it appears our col-
leagues across the aisle are in a panic
mode. The reason is, later this week,
President Biden will be traveling to
Glasgow, along with a dozen or more
U.S. officials and Members of Congress,
for a U.N. climate summit, and it looks
like they are going to show up empty-
handed.

The President has talked a big game
when it comes to climate change. On
the campaign trail, he promised that
the electric sector would be carbon pol-
lution-free by 2035. He committed to
building 1.5 million energy-efficient
homes and public housing units, and he
said the United States would transition
from oil and gas.

Of course, he will be long gone from
office, so he will never be held account-
able for these projections, even if they
miss by a mile, which I predict they
will. But the fact is he has failed to
make good on his promises to fun-
damentally transform the energy land-
scape in America, and I would suggest
that that is for a very good reason.

Policies that drive up costs for the
American people, hurt our energy secu-
rity, and enrich our adversaries don’t
typically get a lot of traction here in
the U.S. Congress.

Two-and-a-half years ago, we saw a
great example of how unpopular these
policies were when the pie-in-the-sky
Green New Deal came to the Senate
floor for a vote. Not a single Senator
voted for that bill. Even the Members
who introduced it were too afraid to
vote yes because of the blowback.

But now that our Democratic col-
leagues control all levers of the Fed-
eral Government, afraid of their rad-
ical base, their calculus seems to have
changed, so they are trying to jam
these radical policies into the multi-
trillion-dollar tax-and-spending spree
bill, otherwise known as reconciliation.
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Despite working on this bill for
months and only needing Democrat
support to get it to the President’s
desk, our Democratic colleagues are
still struggling to reach an agreement
among themselves. But now that Presi-
dent Biden has a deadline and he wants
to look good in front of other world
leaders in Glasgow, it is, apparently,
crunch time.

But they have a problem: no bill has
even been written or even seen the
light of day. There is a steady stream
of reporting about which outrageous
policies are in and which are out, but
none of us have seen a bill—we haven’t
seen it in writing—if it exists at all.

Based on reporting, though, massive
tax hikes on the energy sector appear
to be in the mix. Energy companies
would pay higher taxes on income
earned in the global marketplace and
be subjected to the double taxation of
their foreign incomes. And we know
that when producers have higher over-
head because of the higher tax burden,
they don’t absorb that; they pass it
along to consumers in terms of higher
prices.

Our Democratic colleagues want to
also add a Superfund excise tax, which
would force energy companies to pay
more on every barrel of crude oil that
is sold. Tax hikes on oil and gas compa-
nies won’t increase the output of re-
newables, and renewables only ac-
counted for 20 percent of the electricity
generation last year while natural gas
accounted for double that.

That is why, in my State, we believe
in the all-of-the-above approach—all
forms of energy—knowing that the Sun
doesn’t always shine and the wind
doesn’t always blow. We found out last
year, because of extremely cold weath-
er, we couldn’t even put natural gas in
the pipeline because we didn’t have the
electricity to run the compressors, and
so it was—no pun intended—a perfect
storm.

What we learned from that experi-
ence—and I think what we should all
learn—is that renewables have their
place. They are important, and their
role is growing, but you have to have a
reliable base load of energy, which re-
newables cannot supply. The only out-
come of these tax hikes will be to drive
up costs for working families and send
more business to foreign energy pro-
ducers.

I remember recently that President
Biden, in looking at the high price of
gasoline—which has gone up dramati-
cally—looked to OPEC—the Organiza-
tion of the Petroleum Exporting Coun-
tries—led by Saudi Arabia and Russia,
and asked them to produce more oil.

Well, how about American energy
producers and the jobs that go along
with that and the pipelines that move
that oil and gas safely around the
country?

He is OK with Nord Stream 2, which
is a Russian gas pipeline over in Eu-
rope; but when it comes to the Key-
stone XL Pipeline here in America,
“‘shut her down’’ is his attitude.
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Massive tax increases aren’t the only
provisions that seem to have survived
negotiations, the best we can tell from
the reporting. Handouts to wealthy
Americans to buy electric vehicles ap-
pears to be safe. Talk about socialism
for rich people. These aren’t cars that
average working families can afford to
buy. They are, roughly, double or more
expensive than regular cars operating
on an internal combustion engine. Nev-
ertheless, this bill, apparently, will
provide for $12,500 in tax credits for
electric vehicle purchases—again, for
some of the most expensive cars in the
marketplace.

So, for those people working for a liv-
ing, who cannot afford to buy these ex-
pensive electric vehicles even with this
very generous tax credit, they are
going to be asked to subsidize the pur-
chase of these vehicles by wealthy
Americans who don’t need the tax cred-
it or the subsidy coming from hard-
working American families.

This subsidy isn’t only set up to re-
ward buyers purchasing American-
made vehicles; you can still receive a
taxpayer handout even if the vehicle is
completely or substantially made over-
seas, in countries like China.

On top of that, a bigger tax credit is
available to electric cars built in union
shops. Well, maybe union-built vehicles
are somehow more green than other
electric vehicles. I doubt that. Or
maybe it is a favor doled out to a fa-
vored interest group by our friends
across the aisle. That seems like the
more likely conclusion.

While electric vehicles don’t use gas-
oline, they still require a lot of energy
to run. Our colleagues don’t, appar-
ently, know where electricity needed
to run these vehicles comes from. Well,
I will tell them. It comes from coal; it
comes from natural gas; it comes from
renewables; it comes from hydropower
and nuclear power or some mixture of
all of those. Yet these are the very en-
ergy sources they say they are seeking
to avoid by incentivizing more use of
electric vehicles.

Well, if Democrats raise taxes on
companies that produce natural gas,
which accounts for 40 percent of our
electricity production, what is the plan
to power the fleet of taxpayer-sub-
sidized electric vehicles?

Renewables don’t generate enough
energy to power our country today, let
alone the amount we need to charge
millions of new electric vehicles. Still,
the Democrats are eager to push Amer-
ica toward renewables and punish those
who don’t jump on board.

One of the most controversial parts
of the Democrats’ energy push appears
to be in peril, if you can believe the re-
porting. Again, none of us have seen
this. We just know what we read. That
program is known as the Clean Elec-
tricity Performance Program, or the
CEPP. This program would reward util-
ity companies that already use renew-
able electricity sources and punish
those that do not.

So, if you are wondering how that
switch would go, just look at some of
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the energy policies out West, in Cali-
fornia. That State made an aggressive
push to transition to push 100-percent
renewables by 2030, but as I said, re-
newable energy is not always reliable
energy, and it certainly isn’t affordable
energy. In recent years, California has
implemented rolling blackouts to ra-
tion limited energy supplies during the
hot summer months; and, on average,
Californians pay twice as much as Tex-
ans for electricity. That is where those
higher prices go—they get passed on to
the consumer. Twice as much is the
cost of electricity in California as com-
pared to Texas.

So imagine what would happen if
every utility company across the coun-
try were forced to use only renewable
sources.

Last month, the Federal Energy Reg-
ulatory Commission’s Commissioner
testified before the Senate, and he said
this proposal would be an ‘“H bomb’’ for
electricity markets. It would blow it
up.

Our colleague, Senator MANCHIN,
from West Virginia, has said he won’t
support this proposal; and good for
him, but other Democrats have not
given up yet.

President Biden recently insisted
“‘nothing has been formally agreed to.”

Again, this whole process is opaque
to Republicans because we haven’t
been invited to the table or welcomed
to the table to try to come up with a
bipartisan policy. Our Democratic col-
leagues have insisted they want to do
this all on their own because they
know only then will they be able to
come up, presumably, with something
that will appease the most radical ele-
ments of their political base, and if
they negotiated with the Republicans,
they wouldn’t be able to do that be-
cause we would have to negotiate to-
ward the center rather than on the
fringes of political ideology.

Despite the fact that these policies
that I have mentioned would radically
transform the energy landscape and
drive up costs to consumers and hurt
our energy security, our colleagues are
rushing—rushing—to reach a deal be-
fore the President is wheels up to Eu-
rope. Forget sound public policy; Presi-
dent Biden wants a new talking point
at the United Nations climate summit
in Glasgow, Scotland.

This rush job comes at a time when
energy prices are already sky-
rocketing. Talk about inflation. Gaso-
line is up more than 55 percent from a
year ago. With winter fast approach-
ing, heating bills, including heating oil
that many Northern States use, are ex-
pected to rise as much as 54 percent
from last year. This is really an invis-
ible tax on people, where the value of
your dollar that you earn is diminished
by the increase in cost—54 percent over
last year for heating bills in the north-
ern part of our country. Well, it is all
across the country, but it is, obviously,
needed more there than in my part of
the country.

Of course, these aren’t the only high-
er prices that families are facing. Infla-
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tion continues to pummel the Amer-
ican people, putting a tight squeeze on
family budgets. For seniors, for vet-
erans, and others who operate on fixed
incomes, those price hikes are a threat
to their livelihoods. There could not be
a more dangerous or costly time to
wage war on American energy. No fam-
ily should have to choose between buy-
ing groceries and turning on the heat
in the wintertime.

President Biden is eager to put a
show on in Glasgow and impress world
leaders with dubious commitments
that he can’t keep, but these measures
have the potential to inflict real and
lasting harm on the American people.

I am not opposed to renewable en-
ergy, electric vehicles, or efforts to
preserve our greatest natural resources
for future generations. I support efforts
to capture carbon and sequester it. All
of these policies need to strike a deli-
cate balance based on prudence, based
on science, and based on logic, not
based on some ideology about the way
that you wish the world was; it is how
the world is.

Democrats want to force the Amer-
ican people to pay more for less reli-
able energy and endanger our own en-
ergy security to meet these arbitrary
net zero deadlines. As I said, they are
rushing to meet a deadline so that
President Biden can have a good ap-
plause line in Glasgow.

This is just the latest example of how
the reckless tax-and-spending spree is
not helping the American people at all
but, rather, it is about forcing Demo-
crats’ vision on every city, State, and
family in the country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). The Senator from Connecticut.

GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, C.d.
Brown was 7 years old. He was a second
grader at Clarksdale Collegiate acad-
emy in Mississippi. Clarksdale, MS, is
a relatively small town of 15,000 people.
Everybody knows each other in Clarks-
dale. C.J. was described as a really
bright young student. His principal and
director at his school said that he was
a great student. He was always cheer-
ful and friendly to his classmates and
teachers.

Clarksdale is reeling right now be-
cause just a few weeks ago, on October
12, little C.J. Brown was sitting in a
car outside of a laundromat, and he
was shot to death. The owner of a near-
by corner store, the Tiger Mart, said
that C.J. and his mom and his little
sister used to come in all the time,
friendly as can be, chatting up a storm.
The owner of that little convenience
store said that he considered C.J. and
his mom and his little sister to be fam-
ily.

You can say that C.J. was in the
wrong place at the wrong time—a 7-
year-old kid in a car outside of a laun-
dromat shot to death—but he wasn’t.
He was in the right place at the right
time. He was in what should have been
a safe place his hometown, just sitting
in a car.
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